The toolbox of Trichoderma spp. in biocontrol of Botrytis cinerea disease by Vos, Christine et al.
Review
The toolbox of Trichoderma spp. in the biocontrol of Botrytis
cinerea disease
CHRISTINE M. F. VOS1,2,† , KAAT DE CREMER1,2,† , BRUNO P. A. CAMMUE1,2,* AND
BARBARA DE CONINCK1,2
1Centre of Microbial and Plant Genetics, KU Leuven, Kasteelpark Arenberg 20, 3001 Leuven, Belgium
2Department of Plant Systems Biology, VIB, Technologiepark 927, 9052 Gent, Belgium
SUMMARY
Botrytis cinerea is a necrotrophic fungal pathogen causing disease
in many plant species, leading to economically important crop
losses. So far, fungicides have been widely used to control this
pathogen. However, in addition to their detrimental effects on the
environment and potential risks for human health, increasing fun-
gicide resistance has been observed in the B. cinerea population.
Biological control, that is the application of microbial organisms to
reduce disease, has gained importance as an alternative or com-
plementary approach to fungicides. In this respect, the genus
Trichoderma constitutes a promising pool of organisms with
potential for B. cinerea control. In the first part of this article, we
review the specific mechanisms involved in the direct interaction
between the two fungi, including mycoparasitism, the production
of antimicrobial compounds and enzymes (collectively called
antagonism), and competition for nutrients and space. In addition,
biocontrol has also been observed when Trichoderma is physically
separated from the pathogen, thus implying an indirect systemic
plant defence response. Therefore, in the second part, we describe
the consecutive steps leading to induced systemic resistance (ISR),
starting with the initial Trichoderma–plant interaction and fol-
lowed by the activation of downstream signal transduction path-
ways and, ultimately, the defence response resulting in ISR (ISR-
prime phase). Finally, we discuss the ISR-boost phase, representing
the effect of ISR priming by Trichoderma spp. on plant responses
after additional challenge with B. cinerea.
Keywords: biological control, grey mould, induced systemic
resistance, transcriptomics.
INTRODUCTION
Plants are surrounded by a diverse range of organisms in their
environment, including bacteria, fungi, oomycetes, nematodes,
insects and viruses.Although some of these organisms may have a
negative impact on the plant, others may exert beneficial effects by
enhancing the general fitness of the plant and/or by suppressing
plant disease. Research on such biocontrol organisms (BCOs) has
intensified during recent decades and their importance has
increased as a part of integrated management practices to reduce
chemical pesticide use (Glare et al., 2012). Early biocontrol
research mainly focused on BCOs exerting a protective effect by
direct interaction with pathogens. Interestingly, some BCOs were
later found to be effective against pathogens through indirect
interactionsmediated by the plant, as the BCOs and pathogenwere
spatially separated. In this case, the BCO causes a reprogramming
of the plant’s gene expression, leading to induced systemic resist-
ance (ISR; Shoresh et al., 2010; Van Wees et al., 2008).
The genus Trichoderma comprises a great number of fungal
strains with BCO capacity. They have adapted to diverse environ-
mental conditions and are often the most frequently isolated fungi
from soil (Harman et al., 2004). They are prolific producers of
extracellular proteins, including enzymes that degrade cellulose
and chitin, which are widely used in industrial applications (Nagy
et al., 2007). Moreover, their capacity to reduce plant disease has
been studied intensively, with both direct and indirect effects on
plant pathogens (Lorito et al., 2010).Their high reproductive capac-
ity, ability to survive under unfavourable conditions and high nutri-
ent utilization efficiency contribute to their success as BCOs
(Benitez et al., 2004). Many Trichoderma strains are able to colo-
nize plant roots of both dicots andmonocots, and trigger ISR,which
is effective against a wide range of pathogens. Given that
Trichoderma spp. are also capable of living freely in soil, they are
considered to be opportunistic plant symbionts (Harman et al.,
2004).
The application of Trichoderma spp. against one of the economi-
cally most important pathogens, the necrotrophic fungus
B. cinerea, offers interesting perspectives. This pathogen causes
disease in more than 200 plant species, including numerous crops,
attacking organs such as leaves, stems, fruits and flowers, both pre-
and post-harvest (Elad et al., 2004). The occurrence of soft rot,
accompanied by collapse andwater soaking of parenchyma tissues,
and the subsequent rapid appearance of grey conidial masses,
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represent the most typical symptoms on leaves and fruits, referred
to as grey mould (Williamson et al., 2007). The fungus has a
predominant necrotrophic lifestyle, implying that it kills plant host
cells by producing diverse phytotoxic compounds and cell wall-
degrading enzymes (CWDEs), after which it extracts nutrients from
the dead cells (Lazniewska et al., 2010). Botrytis cinerea is difficult
to control because of its different attacking modes, survival under
unfavourable conditions for extended periods as sclerotia in crop
debris and development of fungicide-resistant strains (Williamson
et al., 2007). The global expenses for B. cinerea control easily
surmount €1 billion per annum;however, the impact of product and
quality loss occurring despite all control measures is expected to be
much higher (Dean et al., 2012). In addition, potentially harmful
consequences associated with the use of fungicides for both
humans and the environment are an incentive to develop alterna-
tive and/or complementary management approaches. This has led
to the evaluation of potential BCOs capable of substantial disease
suppression in a commercial context and within integrated crop
management systems (Elad et al., 2004). One of the key microbial
genera to show great potential for the control of B. cinerea disease
is the above-mentioned genus Trichoderma (some recent reports
include Martínez-Medina et al., 2013; Mathys et al., 2012; Tucci
et al., 2011). This review elaborates on the different modes of
action in the control of B. cinerea by Trichoderma spp., thereby
discussing both direct and indirect interactions.
DIRECT INTERACTIONS
Several Trichoderma strains have been reported to inhibit
B. cinerea directly, in both soil and on plant surfaces. The specific
mechanisms involved in direct interactions comprise mycopara-
sitism,antibiosis and competition.The differentmodes of action are
described here, specifically for the Trichoderma spp.–B. cinerea
interaction.
Mycoparasitism
Mycoparasitism is an important biocontrol trait of the
Trichoderma genus. A recent survey of over 1100 Trichoderma/
Hypocrea strains from 75 molecularly defined species revealed
that all the tested species possessed mycoparasitic potential
against B. cinerea (Druzhinina et al., 2011). Mycoparasitism is a
multi-step process in which physical contact between two micro-
organisms is preceded by an early recognition stage. Trichoderma
spp. are believed to constitutively secrete CWDEs at low levels in
an attempt to locate potential prey. When fungal cell walls are
encountered and degraded by these enzymes, oligomers are
released, causing the induction of further Trichoderma CWDEs and
directional growth towards the prey, in order to enable physical
attack (Mukherjee et al., 2012). Evidence for this recognition
comes, for example, from transcriptomic studies showing the
induction of CWDE genes before actual contact with B. cinerea
(Seidl et al., 2009). Once the fungi come into contact, Trichoderma
spp. attach to the prey, coil around it and form appressoria on the
host surface. During this process, Trichoderma spp. continue to
produce CWDEs and probably also antibiotic compounds in order
to further degrade their prey (Shoresh et al., 2010). For example,
microscopic observations have revealed that T. atroviride LU132
grows alongside hyphae of B. cinerea and tightly coils around it.
Although penetration was not observed after this initial interac-
tion, B. cinerea hyphae rapidly collapsed and died within 4 days
after inoculation (Card et al., 2009).
The recently published genome sequences of three Trichoderma
spp. confirm that CWDEs play an important role in Trichoderma
spp. biocontrol, as genes encoding the CWDEs β-1,3-glucanases
were over-represented in their genomes compared with those
of other related fungi (Kubicek et al., 2011; Mukherjee et al.,
2013). In addition, the genomes of two highly mycoparasitic
species (T. virens and T. atroviride) were enriched in secon-
dary metabolism-related genes compared with the weakly
mycoparasitic T. reesei (Kubicek et al., 2011). Yang et al. (2009)
reported that the presence of B. cinerea can specifically elicit the
production of CWDEs in T. harzianum ETS323. The authors com-
pared the secreted protein patterns of this strain grown in the
presence or absence of B. cinerea, and found that two
endochitinases were uniquely induced in the presence of
B. cinerea, which also led to higher β-1,3-glucanase, β-1,6-
glucanase and protease activity than in the absence of the patho-
gen. Similarly, the expression of α-1,3-glucanase was induced in
T. asperellum T32 in direct confrontation assays with B. cinerea
(Sanz et al., 2005).
Trichoderma spp. thus seem to have the perfect enzyme arsenal
to target B. cinerea cell walls, in which chitin and non-cellulosic
β-glucan are the main skeletal or microfibrillar polysaccharides,
with proteins and α-glucans as the main cementing substances
binding together the different structural cell wall components into
macromolecular complexes (Cantu et al., 2009b). In addition, sub-
stantial amounts of dark pigment, melanin, can also be present in
the B. cinerea cell wall and extracellular matrix of B. cinerea
germlings and sclerotia (Cantu et al., 2009b). Melanin is formed
by oxidative polymerization of various phenolic compounds and,
as such, can be degraded by phenol-oxidases, such as laccase
(Giardina et al., 2010). Catalano et al. (2011) found that the
laccase gene Lcc1 was specifically highly expressed in T. virens
during the early phases of contact with B. cinerea sclerotia, and
that the T. virens deletion mutant Δlcc1 showed a significantly
decreased ability to decay these sclerotia.
Antibiosis
Trichoderma spp. also produce a plethora of secondary
metabolites with inhibitory activity against a diverse range of
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microorganisms. The production of secondary metabolites in
Trichoderma spp. can be strain dependent, and includes both
volatile and non-volatile antimicrobial substances belonging to
a variety of chemical compound classes (Reino et al., 2008).
These include low-molecular-weight non-polar compounds,
such as pyrones, butenolides, azaphylones, anthraquinones,
trichothecenes, terpenoids and steroids, as well as non-ribosomal
peptides, such as siderophores and peptaibols (Mukherjee et al.,
2012).
One of the best-studied secondary metabolites from a biocon-
trol perspective is the ‘coconut aroma’ volatile pyrone 6-pentyl-
2H-pyran-2-one, commonly produced by Trichoderma spp. (Vinale
et al., 2008). Its antifungal activity against B. cinerea has been
demonstrated in vitro (Pezet et al., 1999) and in vivo, e.g. on natu-
rally infected kiwi fruit (Poole et al., 1998). Other secondary
metabolites with proven in vivo antimicrobial activity against
B. cinerea include the butenolides T39butenolide and harzia-
nolide, secreted by T. harzianum T39, as well as T22azaphilone
and an N-heterocyclic compound (harzianopyridone), secreted by
T. harzianum T22 (Vinale et al., 2009).Another important group of
compounds with antifungal activity produced by Trichoderma spp.
are the anthraquinones. Liu et al. (2009) purified six compounds of
this group from T. harzianum A6, all reducing B. cinerea disease
incidence in vitro. Malmierca et al. (2012) showed that mutants
defective in the formation of trichothecene mycotoxins (e.g.
harzianumA) had reduced antifungal activity against B. cinerea. A
novel hydroxyl-lactone, trivially named cerinolactone, was recently
isolated from culture filtrates of T. cerinum and possesses in vitro
antifungal activity against B. cinerea (Vinale et al., 2012).
Peptaibols represent another structurally different group of
metabolites exerting antifungal activity. They constitute a class of
linear short-chain-length (≤25 residues) non-ribosomal peptides
of fungal origin. Their amphipathic nature allows them to self-
associate into oligomeric ion channels which span the width of
lipid bilayer membranes, through which the leakage of cytoplas-
mic material can occur, leading to cell death (Chugh and Wallace,
2001). Schirmbock et al. (1994) showed that the synthesis of
T. harzianum peptaibols trichorzianineA1 and B1 was triggered by
B. cinerea cell walls, and that they acted synergistically with
chitinases and β-1,3-glucanases in inhibiting B. cinerea spore ger-
mination and hyphal elongation.
Enzymes with activities other than cell wall degradation have
also been reported to contribute to the direct biocontrol potential
of Trichoderma spp. against B. cinerea. For example, Yang et al.
(2011) identified homodimeric L-amino acid oxidases (LAAOs)
among the secreted proteins of T. harzianum ETS323. LAAOs are
flavoenzymes that catalyse the stereospecific oxidative deamina-
tion of L-amino acid substrates to the corresponding α-ketoacids,
with the release of hydrogen peroxide and ammonia (Zhang et al.,
2003). Recently, it was shown that LAAO derived from
T. harzianum ETS323 was able to lyse B. cinerea hyphae, which
was accompanied by apoptosis-related events, such as DNA frag-
mentation, caspase pathway activation (e.g. the induction of
cytochrome c, caspase 3 and caspase 9) and reactive oxygen
species (ROS) generation (Cheng et al., 2012a, b).
Competition
Necrotrophic pathogens, such as B. cinerea, often rely on
exogenous nutrients in order to germinate and grow on a plant
surface before penetration (Benitez et al., 2004). A reduction in
nutrient concentration thus generally results in reduced conidial
germination and slower germ tube growth of the pathogen,
thereby reducing the number of infection sites and the extent of
subsequent necrosis caused by the pathogen (Nassr and Barakat,
2013). The point of entry for B. cinerea into the plant tissue com-
prises wounds, senescing host tissues or natural openings, such as
stomata and lenticels, which are generally nutrient-rich areas
owing to the exudation of sugars and amino acids. Therefore, by
colonizing wounds or senescing tissue, Trichoderma spp. can
compete for nutrients with B. cinerea, thereby preventing infec-
tion. Card et al. (2009) demonstrated that T. atroviride inhibits
B. cinerea on strawberry leaves through different mechanisms,
including competition for nutrients. Indeed, they observed a 25%
reduction in the length of B. cinerea germ tubes present on
Trichoderma-treated leaves relative to untreated leaves when
glucose was limited. This difference was negligible when the
glucose concentration was increased. In the presence of other
sugars, such as sucrose and fructose, however, a significant inhibi-
tory effect of T. atroviride was noticed at all tested concentrations
of the sugar.
INDIRECT INTERACTIONS
In some cases, a biocontrol effect of Trichoderma spp. on
B. cinerea disease has been observed, even though both fungi are
physically separated from each other, indicating the involvement
of a plant-mediated systemic response (De Meyer et al., 1998;
Horst et al., 2005; Olson and Benson, 2007; Tucci et al., 2011). The
consecutive steps in setting up a tripartite Trichoderma spp.–
plant–B. cinerea interaction, resulting in the biocontrol of the
disease, are further discussed in more detail in this section, cov-
ering the initial Trichoderma–plant interaction, the activation of
downstream signal transduction pathways and defence responses
resulting in ISR, and, finally, the effect of ISR on plant responses
after B. cinerea challenge.
Initiation of the Trichoderma–plant interaction and
recognition of Trichoderma by the plant
Some Trichoderma strains colonize only local sites on roots,
whereas rhizosphere-competent strains colonize large root
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surfaces (Harman and Shoresh, 2007). During this process, the
hyphae of Trichoderma spp. coil around the roots, form
appressoria-like structures and, finally, penetrate the root cortex,
with morphological features reminiscent of those seen during
mycoparasitism (Shoresh et al., 2010). The Trichoderma spp. then
often grow intercellularly in the root epidermis and cortex, albeit
usually limited to the first or second cell layers (Hohmann et al.,
2012), inducing the deposition of cell wall material and the pro-
duction of phenolics in surrounding cells, which limits their further
ingress inside the root (Mandal and Mitra, 2007; Yedidia et al.,
1999).
The induction of a plant-mediated ISR response starts with the
recognition of Trichoderma by the plant, in a similar manner as for
pathogens. Collectively, the general determinants of microbes that
are recognized by the plant are referred to as microbe-associated
molecular patterns (MAMPs) (Boller and Felix, 2009).A diversity of
MAMPs of beneficial microorganisms have been shown to be
implicated in the onset of ISR (Van der Ent et al., 2009), and this
is also an active research domain for Trichoderma spp. in particu-
lar. In the interaction zone with the plant, Trichoderma spp. release
many compounds that can induce ISR in plants, similar to those
involved in the direct interaction with fungal pathogens (Hermosa
et al., 2012, 2013). For example, Trichoderma-secreted proteins
with enzymatic activity and other proteins and peptides with
hydrophobin-like properties can enhance disease resistance
(Djonovic et al., 2006; Martinez et al., 2001; Rotblat et al., 2002;
Seidl et al., 2006). A number of reports have indicated that also
peptaibols and other secondary metabolites produced by
Trichoderma spp. can elicit plant defence responses, in addition to
their direct antifungal activity (Engelberth et al., 2001; Vinale
et al., 2008; Viterbo et al., 2007).A different class of plant defence
elicitors includes oligosaccharides and low-molecular-weight com-
pounds which are released from fungal or plant cell walls as a
consequence of the activity of Trichoderma enzymes (Harman
et al., 2004; Woo and Lorito, 2007; Woo et al., 2006).
Jones and Dangl (2006) comprehensively described the two-
branched immune system involved in the plant response to patho-
gens as the so-called ‘zig-zag model’. Interaction of a pathogen-
derived MAMP with the corresponding transmembrane pattern
recognition receptor (PRR) of the plant activates a primary defence
response, called MAMP-triggered immunity (MTI). In a second
phase, successful pathogens deploy effectors that contribute to
pathogen virulence and interfere with MTI, resulting in effector-
triggered susceptibility (ETS). Effector-triggered immunity (ETI),
however, is based on the highly specific, direct or indirect interac-
tion of these pathogen effectors and the products of plant resist-
ance (R) genes, according to the gene-for-gene resistance theory.
The R genes usually encode proteins of the nucleotide binding-
leucine-rich repeat (NB-LRR) class, cytoplasmic proteins with a
nucleotide binding site (NBS) in front of a series of leucine-rich
repeats (LRRs) (Boller and Felix, 2009; Jones and Dangl, 2006;
Monaghan and Zipfel, 2012). Trichoderma spp. may affect the
plant response by increasing its basic immunity or MTI (Lorito
et al., 2010). Indeed, using a transcriptomic approach and subse-
quent gene ontology (GO) analysis, we observed the induction of
the MTI response in Arabidopsis thaliana leaves after inoculation
with T. hamatum T382, which resulted in the suppression of sub-
sequent infection by B. cinerea (Mathys et al., 2012).
Only a limited number of MAMP–PRR pairs have been charac-
terized (Boller and Felix, 2009; Monaghan and Zipfel, 2012),
including one example of a specific Trichoderma MAMP–PRR pair.
A xylanase from T. viride, called the ethylene-inducing xylanase
(Xyn2 or Eix), is a potent elicitor in tomato and tobacco (Rotblat
et al., 2002) for which the corresponding receptor, EIX2, has been
identified as a receptor-like protein with an extracellular LRR
domain, a transmembrane domain and a short cytoplasmic tail
without kinase domain (Ron and Avni, 2004). Another recently
characterized MAMP–PRR pair possibly involved in the recogni-
tion of Trichoderma spp. by the plant is the A. thaliana lysine motif
(LysM) receptor-like kinase CERK1 (chitin elicitor receptor-like
kinase 1), which binds chitin (Iizasa et al., 2010; Petutschnig et al.,
2010). It has been established that perception of chitin
oligosaccharides through such LysM receptors contributes to
disease resistance in A. thaliana (Wan et al., 2008). The recogni-
tion of chitin is also supported by our above-mentioned
transcriptome study of the A. thaliana–T. hamatum T382 interac-
tion (Mathys et al., 2012), indicating that the response to chitin is
one of the most significantly induced biological processes in
A. thaliana leaves in response to T. hamatum T382. Brotman et al.
(2013) found the same GO process to be significantly enriched in
A. thaliana roots, 24 h after inoculation with T. asperelloides
T203. Hermosa et al. (2012) also proposed that chitin
oligosaccharides are indirect inducers of MTI, as they can be
released by the activity of both plant and Trichoderma chitinases.
In addition, several proteomic and transcriptomic studies have
shown that plant interactions with various Trichoderma spp. result
in the induction of cytoplasmic NB-LRRs (Marra et al., 2006;
Palmieri et al., 2012; Perazzolli et al., 2012; Shoresh and
Harman, 2008), suggesting that Trichoderma spp., apart from
increasing MTI, can also have an effect on the plant response by
increasing ETI.
Plant responses induced by Trichoderma spp.:
activation of signal transduction pathways
On MAMP recognition, mitogen-activated protein kinase (MAPK)
cascades are activated as an early plant response (Boller and Felix,
2009). MAPK cascades convert extracellular stimuli into intracel-
lular responses, amplifying, at the same time, the transducing
signal via three reversibly phosphorylated kinases (Ichimura et al.,
2002; Opdenakker et al., 2012; Rodriguez et al., 2010). Shoresh
et al. (2006) demonstrated that a cucumberMAPK homologous to
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A. thaliana MPK3 is activated by the inoculation of roots with
T. asperellum T203. Moreover, induction of this Trichoderma-
induced protein kinase (TIPK) appeared to be necessary for ISR
against bacterial pathogens, whereas silencing of TIPK completely
eliminated this protection (Shoresh et al., 2006). The homologous
A. thaliana MPK3 and a MAPK-kinase encoding gene (MKK4)
were also induced in A. thaliana leaves after treatment of the
roots with T. hamatum T382, resulting in reduced disease symp-
toms caused by B. cinerea (Mathys et al., 2012). Activation of
MAPK cascades leads to the phosphorylation of substrate pro-
teins, whose altered activities mediate a wide array of responses
which are interconnected to other signalling molecules, such as
plant hormones (Rodriguez et al., 2010).
Plant responses induced by Trichoderma spp.: plant
hormone signalling
The action of plant hormones regulates the defence network that
translates Trichoderma spp.-induced early signalling events into
the activation of effective defence responses. Two main mecha-
nisms are recognized: systemic acquired resistance (SAR) and ISR.
SAR is traditionally defined as being triggered by pathogen infec-
tion, providing long-term systemic resistance to subsequent
pathogen attack, which is correlated with the activation of
pathogenesis-related (PR) proteins and requires the involvement
of the signal molecule salicylic acid (SA) and subsequent media-
tion of the positive regulator protein NPR1 (Durrant and Dong,
2004). Early research on ISR in A. thaliana mainly focused on
rhizobacteria-ISR (van Loon et al., 1998), which is thought to be
regulated by ethylene (Et)- and jasmonic acid (JA)-mediated sig-
nalling pathways (Pieterse et al., 1998), with mediation of NPR1,
but without induction of the SA-responsive genes PR1, PR2 and
PR5 (Pieterse et al., 1996). However, this traditional view on ISR
appears to be more complex. In recent years, it has become clear
that an intensive interplay between hormone signalling pathways
exists, the outcome of which determines the effectiveness of the
immune response to a specific type of invader (Zamioudis and
Pieterse, 2012).
Trichoderma spp. seem to be able to activate both the SA- and
JA/Et-mediated signal transduction pathways, although the
pattern varies depending on the experimental conditions and
organisms involved (Contreras-Cornejo et al., 2011; Salas-Marina
et al., 2011; Velazquez-Robledo et al., 2011). This may be an
important trait for B. cinerea management, as resistance to this
pathogen is largely dependent on complex overlapping signalling
pathways, involving both SA- and JA/Et-mediated signal
transduction pathways (Audenaert et al., 2002; Diaz et al., 2002;
El Oirdi et al., 2011; Windram et al., 2012). Transcriptomic studies
focusing on the plant response after inoculation with Trichoderma
spp. are generally in line with this, although, depending on the
study, more weight can be attributed to one of the two pathways.
We recently investigated the response of A. thaliana leaves at the
transcriptome level, 48 h after root inoculation with T. hamatum
T382, referred to as the ‘ISR-prime’ phase, to indicate that patho-
gen infection had not yet occurred. GO analysis revealed a signifi-
cant induction of the response to SA, whereas responses to JA and
Et were not altered significantly (Mathys et al., 2012).We further-
more found a striking resemblance between the ISR-prime
response and SAR response. Indeed, GO analysis revealed a strong
induction of the biological process ‘SAR’ and ‘regulation of SAR’
during the ISR-prime phase, which was further highlighted by the
induction of genes belonging to the SA pathway. This included, for
example, the induced expression of WRKY6, WRKY53, PR1, PR2
and PR5, and was also confirmed by the analysis of A. thaliana
NahG, npr1 and sid2 mutants. Despite the similarities with the
defence response induced by B. cinerea, the ISR-prime phase
could be distinguished by the much more pronounced induction of
the SA pathway, the production of SA via isochorismate instead of
phenylalanine and the absence of involvement of the JA and Et
pathways (Mathys et al., 2012). Moran-Diez et al. (2012) per-
formed a transcriptome analysis of A. thaliana leaves, 24 h after
incubation with T. harzianum T34 in liquid culture. A very limited
number of differentially expressed genes could be detected, and
genes involved in both SA and JA/Et signalling pathways were
mainly down-regulated, although further analysis of marker genes
for both pathways 48 h after incubation revealed an increased
expression (Moran-Diez et al., 2012). These findings could suggest
that T. harzianum T34 suppresses the initial plant defence
response in order to allow root colonization, which is in contrast
with another recently performed transcriptome analysis of
A. thaliana roots in the interaction with T. asperelloides T203,
which did not indicate major down-regulation of defence-related
processes at the same time point in the roots (Brotman et al.,
2013). This study revealed a more central role for JA, with the
enhanced expression of several genes related to JA biosynthesis
and JA signalling in the roots 24 h after T. asperelloides inocula-
tion. For example, the authors reported the enhanced expression
of the transcription factorsWKRY18 andWRKY40, which stimulate
JA signalling via suppression of JAZ repressors. In addition, GO
analysis indicated the significant enrichment of JA biosynthesis.
A few transcriptomic studies have also been performed with
other plants. Concerning the role of the main hormonal pathways
in these studies, the transcriptome analysis of tomato leaves after
root inoculation with T. hamatum T382 only revealed the induced
expression of PR5 (Alfano et al., 2007), whereas the transcriptome
analysis of grapevine leaves after leaf treatment with
T. harzianum T39 mainly pointed to the activation of Et metabo-
lism (Perazzolli et al., 2012). Activated Et metabolism was also
found in our very recently performed detailed transcriptome analy-
sis of the tomato–T. hamatum T382 interaction, in addition to a
clear up-regulation of many JA biosynthesis-related genes (Yang,
2013). The comparison of the tomato transcriptomic study with
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that in A. thaliana (Mathys et al., 2012) enabled us to determine
to what extent the ISR mechanisms of T. hamatum T382 can be
extrapolated from one experimental system to another. Changing
the model plant A. thaliana for the crop plant tomato revealed
significant overlap in the ISR-prime mechanisms, as well as spe-
cificities for each interaction. For example, the JA biosynthesis
pathway was found to be most prominently induced in tomato,
whereas the induction of the SA signalling pathway appeared
mainly in A. thaliana.
The involvement of JA, Et and SA in Trichoderma spp.–plant
interactions is also often deduced from expression studies on
marker genes linked to these signalling pathways. For example,
up-regulation of Lox1 (lipoxygenase 1), which encodes a
lipoxygenase involved in JA synthesis, was observed after inocula-
tion with T. atroviride IMI206040 in both the roots and leaves of
A. thaliana (Salas-Marina et al., 2011). Expression studies with
transgenic A. thaliana reporter plants portraying activity of the
Lox2 promoter showed the induction of this gene after inocula-
tion with T. virens Tv.29-8 and T. atroviride IMI206040
(Contreras-Cornejo et al., 2011).A marker gene for JA/Et-mediated
signalling in A. thaliana, PDF1.2a (encoding plant defensin 1.2;
Thomma et al., 1998), was also up-regulated in both roots and
leaves after T. atroviride treatment (Salas-Marina et al., 2011).The
same study also showed increased expression of SA-inducible PR
genes (PR1 and PR2) after treatment with T. atroviride, both locally
in roots and systemically in leaves. A similar induction of PR1 by
T. virens Tv29.8 was detected by Velazquez-Robledo et al. (2011)
using transgenic A. thaliana reporter studies. The Lox2 and PR1
responses were absent in reporter plants co-cultivated with a
mutant of T. virens which was unable to induce resistance against
B. cinerea, suggesting that these genes are involved in resistance
against B. cinerea, as the mutant colonized the root system as well
as the wild-type strain (Velazquez-Robledo et al., 2011). In tomato,
Tucci et al. (2011) detected the transcriptional activation of several
PR genes in leaves after the addition of T. harzianum T22 and
T. atroviride P1. For example, the PR1 family gene PR1b1 (Tornero
et al., 1997) and the PR4 family gene PR-P2, mainly induced by SA
in tomato (Van Kan et al., 1995), showed induced gene expression
after Trichoderma inoculation. However, Martínez-Medina et al.
(2013) did not observe an increased expression of the SA-inducible
gene PR1a in tomato leaves after treatment with T. harzianum T78.
By contrast, the JA-responsive genes PI II, MC and PS, coding for
proteinase inhibitor II, multicystatin and prosystemin, respectively,
showed increased expression (Martínez-Medina et al., 2013).
Yoshioka et al. (2012) reported a significant increase in expression
of both the SA-inducible genes PR1, PR2 and PR5 and JA/Et-
inducible genes, such as PDF1.2a, in A. thaliana leaves after root
treatment with T. asperellum SKT-1. Remarkably, even the applica-
tion of the cell-free culture filtrate of this strain led to an increased
expression of the same marker genes (Yoshioka et al., 2012).
Further evidence for the induction of JA and SA by Trichoderma spp.
comes from metabolic studies. Levels of JA and SA were shown to
accumulate in above-ground plant parts of cucumber and
A. thaliana after the application of T. asperellum T34 or T. virens
and T. atroviride, respectively (Contreras-Cornejo et al., 2011;
Segarra et al., 2007). In cucumber, a proteomic study also revealed
that T. asperellum T34 up-regulates the Et biosynthesis enzyme
aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate oxidase 1 (Segarra et al., 2007).
The reported induction of PR gene expression described above is in
agreement with proteomic analyses of bean and maize interacting
with T. atroviride P1 (Marra et al., 2006) and T. harzianum T22
(Shoresh and Harman, 2008), respectively.
However, the impact of Trichoderma colonization on plant
hormone signalling is not limited to the typical defence-related
hormonal pathways of JA, Et and SA alone. For example, GO
analysis also revealed the activation of the response to abscisic
acid (ABA) in the interaction of T. hamatum T382 with either
A. thaliana or tomato (Mathys et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2013), and
Martínez-Medina et al. (2011) found that the ABA level in melon
shoots was increased significantly after root treatment with
T. harzianum T-78. Recently, the same authors also reported an
up-regulation of the ABA-related marker gene Le4, encoding a
desiccation protective protein, in tomato leaves after pre-
inoculation of the roots with the T-78 strain (Martínez-Medina
et al., 2013). ABA is an important regulator that balances
responses to abiotic and biotic stresses in plants, but its exact role
in plant–Trichoderma interactions is not yet clear. The same holds
true for another class of hormones, the gibberellins (GA). GA can
control the onset of JA- and SA-dependent defence responses
through the regulation of DELLA protein degradation (Hermosa
et al., 2012), but, so far, only a few papers have reported the
involvement of the GA-associated pathway in Trichoderma-
induced ISR. For example, the ISR phenotype was disrupted in the
GA-impaired A. thaliana mutant spy3, despite treatment with
T. harzianum T39 (Korolev et al., 2008), and an increase in GA
levels in tomato roots was found after the application of
T. harzianum OTPB3 to tomato seeds (Chowdappa et al., 2013).
Plant responses induced by Trichoderma spp.:
production of secondary metabolites
Together with other plant defence strategies, the production of
phytoalexins plays an important role in defence against B. cinerea.
The phenylpropanoid pathway, with phenylalanine ammonium
lyase (PAL) as the first enzyme, is a major source for the production
of antimicrobial phenolic compounds, as well as SA precursors
(Huang et al., 2010; Mauch-Mani and Slusarenko, 1996). Brotman
et al. (2013) found an increased expression of several genes
involved in the phenylpropanoid pathway, such as PAL1, PAL2 and
4CL, in A. thaliana roots after inoculation with T. asperelloides
T203, but Martínez-Medina et al. (2013) did not observe an
increased expression of PAL in tomato leaves after colonization
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with T. harzianum T78. Calderon et al. (1993) demonstrated that
cell suspension cultures of grapevine treated with an elicitor from
T. viride produced increased amounts of resveratrol, a phytoalexin
with growth inhibitory activity towards B. cinerea (Ali et al.,
2003). Later studies also proved that phytoalexins from other
plant species can effectively inhibit the proliferation of B. cinerea
(Chassot et al., 2008; Denby et al., 2004; Ferrari et al., 2003).
More extensive phytoalexin research has been performed in the
model plant A. thaliana. The last step in the biosynthesis of its
most abundant phytoalexin, camalexin, is catalysed by a
cytochrome P-450 enzyme CYP71B15 (or PAD3).Mutants deficient
in camalexin production, such as pad3 (phytoalexin deficient 3),
display enhanced susceptibility to B. cinerea (Ferrari et al., 2003).
Interestingly, PAD3 expression was found to be up-regulated in
both roots and leaves after treatment of A. thaliana with
T. atroviride (Salas-Marina et al., 2011). Similarly, A. thaliana
seedlings colonized with wild-type T. virens accumulated higher
levels of camalexin than axenically grown seedlings or plants
co-cultivated with a T. virens mutant unable to trigger ISR
(Velazquez-Robledo et al., 2011). Such induction of camalexin
levels in A. thaliana seedlings was confirmed in another study
using both T. virens and T. atroviride (Contreras-Cornejo et al.,
2011). In addition, the authors observed that T. virens produces
indole-3-carboxaldehyde, a possible precursor of camalexin
(Devys and Barbier, 1991; Zook and Hammerschmidt, 1997).More-
over, this compound induces camalexin accumulation when exter-
nally applied to A. thaliana seedlings, suggesting that the plant
might use this compound for camalexin production by either direct
or indirect means (Contreras-Cornejo et al., 2011). Furthermore,
the same authors observed induced levels of anthocyanin, which
corresponds to our recent observations of a very pronounced
induction of anthocyanin biosynthesis after inoculation of
A. thaliana roots with T. hamatum T382 via both transcriptomic
analysis and the chemical quantification of anthocyanin levels
(Mathys et al., 2012). Moreover, we showed that T. hamatum
T382 was unable to induce ISR in A. thaliana mutant plants
affected in different parts of the phenylpropanoid pathway.
However, we did not observe a significant up-regulation of the
genes involved in camalexin biosynthesis in the ISR-prime phase.
The induction of the phenylpropanoid pathway instead of the
camalexin pathway as the main source of secondary metabolites
in the ISR-prime phase induced by T. hamatum T382 was pro-
posed to be one of the characteristic differences to distinguish the
ISR-prime phase from the plant response to B. cinerea (Mathys
et al., 2012). In addition, we found an apparent overlap in the
induction of the phenylpropanoid pathway in the ISR-prime phase
in both A. thaliana and tomato (Yang, 2013).
In addition to the involvement of the phenylpropanoid pathway,
the expression of genes encoding lipid transfer proteins (LTPs)
(PR-14) is also often reported to be influenced by Trichoderma
colonization. Many biological roles have been suggested for LTPs,
including a role in plant defence. Antimicrobial activity has been
demonstrated for various LTPs against several fungi and bacteria,
probably resulting from their capacity to interact with biological
membranes, which may lead to membrane permeabilization
(reviewed by Sels et al., 2008). Proteome analysis revealed that
the spraying of grapevine leaves with T. harzianum T39 increased
the abundance of an LTP in the leaves (Palmieri et al., 2012), and
various transcriptome studies have also reported an altered
expression of LTPs. For example, Moran-Diez et al. (2009) com-
pared the differential expression of A. thaliana genes during
interaction with either a wild-type T. harzianum T34 or an
endopolygalacturonase-silenced strain. One of the 10 genes that
differed significantly in expression between both interactions was
an LTP, with a reduced expression level in the presence of the
silenced strain. Multiple LTPs have been reported to be
up-regulated after root colonization with various Trichoderma
strains in A. thaliana, pepper and cocoa (Bae et al., 2011; Bailey
et al., 2006; Moran-Diez et al., 2012), as well as in the ISR-boost
phase of the A. thaliana–B. cinerea–T. hamatum T382 interaction
(Mathys et al., 2012). The possible importance of LTPs in defence
against B. cinerea has been demonstrated, for example, by
Chassot et al. (2007), who showed that endogenous over-
expression of three LTP-like genes in A. thaliana resulted in
enhanced tolerance to this pathogen.
Plant responses induced by Trichoderma spp.: control
of ROS damage
Although phytoalexins can have a direct inhibitory effect on
B. cinerea, inoculation with Trichoderma spp. can also induce plant
responses that are more indirectly involved in the control of
B. cinerea disease, by interfering with the pathogen’s infection
strategy.The oxidative burst, characterized by the rapid generation
of ROS and the accumulation of H2O2 (Lamb and Dixon, 1997),
belongs to the early events of both resistant and susceptible plant
responses to B. cinerea (Govrin and Levine, 2000). It was demon-
strated that B. cinerea actively contributes to the generation of an
oxidative burst during the plant–pathogen interaction, by both
direct generation of ROS and the secretion of enzymes andmetabo-
lites that influence the oxidative burst in the plant (Schouten et al.,
2002; Temme and Tudzynski, 2009). The production of ROS and
concomitant host cell death occurring early after infection by
B. cinerea are indicative of a successful infection, as B. cinerea, a
necrotroph, benefits from dead tissue (Govrin et al., 2006). In
addition, it has been established that, during plant–pathogen
interactions, ROS can also act as signalling molecules, inducing a
MAPK cascade and eliciting a defence response (Hancock et al.,
2002). In this respect, our transcriptome analysis of the interaction
between T. hamatum T382 and A. thaliana revealed a pronounced
induction of ROS-inducible genes in the leaves, supposedly fol-
lowed by the induction of a MAPK cascade (Mathys et al., 2012).
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Because of the dual functions of ROS, controlled generation is of
tremendous importance for the outcome of B. cinerea infection.
Positive interference of Trichoderma spp. with ROS production,
e.g. through an increase in the plant’s ROS-scavenging abilities at
future infection sites, can potentially reduce the damaging levels
of ROS in leaves, thus limiting B. cinerea infection. In this context,
our transcriptome analysis of the ISR-prime phase in the
A. thaliana–T. hamatum T382 interaction showed the induction
of multiple peroxidases, glutathione-reductases, glutathione-S-
transferases and other detoxifying enzymes in A. thaliana leaves
(Mathys et al., 2012); comparable results were also obtained in
our tomato–T. hamatum T382 ISR-prime study (Yang, 2013), as
well as by Perazzolli et al. (2012) for grapevine leaves after leaf
treatment with T. harzianum T39. Similarly, in another study, the
expression level of a peroxidase-encoding gene was demonstrated
to increase in both roots and leaves of A. thaliana after inocula-
tion with T. atroviride (Salas-Marina et al., 2011). This was con-
firmed by a proteomic study on maize seedlings root inoculated
with T. harzianum, which demonstrated increased levels of
superoxide dismutase, peroxidase, glutathione-reductase,
glutathione-S-transferase and other ROS-scavenging enzymes in
leaves (Shoresh and Harman, 2010). Recently, Brotman et al.
(2013) also reported the increased expression of genes encoding
antioxidant enzymes in roots of both A. thaliana and cucumber
after inoculation with T. asperelloides T203. For example, the
MDAR gene, encoding monodehydroascorbate reductase, was sig-
nificantly up-regulated in both plants.
Responses induced by B. cinerea in
Trichoderma-triggered plants
The activation of plant signalling pathways and the reprogram-
ming of plant gene expression by Trichoderma spp., as described
in the previous section, are responsible for the establishment of a
unique physiological situation, called the ‘primed’ state of the
plant (Conrath, 2009; Shoresh et al., 2010). This primed condition
can also be achieved after the colonization of the roots by other
beneficial microbes, infection by a pathogen, treatment with
various chemicals or wounding (Conrath, 2009). Primed plants
respond more rapidly and/or more strongly through the activation
of defence responses when subsequently challenged by microbial
pathogens, herbivorous insects or abiotic stresses (Conrath, 2009,
2011). To demonstrate this change in (defence) response on
pathogen challenge in primed plants, an examination of the three-
player interaction (BCO–plant–pathogen) is necessary. Evidence
has been provided for a priming effect induced by Trichoderma
spp. against diverse types of pathogens (Brotman et al., 2012;
Gallou et al., 2009; Perazzolli et al., 2011; Shoresh et al., 2005;
Yedidia et al., 2003), but data are limited and mostly fragmentary.
Moreover, the different studies applied different experimental set-
ups, making comparison of the data obtained difficult. With
respect to B. cinerea, to our knowledge, we were the first to report
a transcriptome analysis on such a three-player interaction, in
which the gene expression profiles induced by inoculation with
B. cinerea in A. thaliana plants, pre-inoculated with T. hamatum
T382, were compared with those in B. cinerea only-infected plants
(Mathys et al., 2012).We termed this phase the ‘ISR-boost phase’
to distinguish it from the ISR-prime phase before B. cinerea infec-
tion. Pre-inoculation with T. hamatum T382 appeared to prime the
plant to respond more quickly to B. cinerea infection, as GO analy-
sis revealed a transient activation of the JA biosynthesis process,
which was not observed in plants without T. hamatum T382 pre-
inoculation. The responses to JA and wounding, both linked to the
JA pathway, were also reinforced in the T. hamatum T382-treated
plants. Furthermore, genes involved in the biosynthesis of second-
ary metabolites, such as anthocyanins, flavonoids and galacto-
lipids, were induced, which was not observed in B. cinerea
only-infected plants. The former was also confirmed via chemical
analysis of anthocyanin content (Mathys et al., 2012). However, a
clear moderation of transcriptional changes induced by B. cinerea
(including GO terms dealing with defence responses, hormone
pathways and camalexin production) was also observed, possibly
resulting from the priming effect and subsequent inhibition of
B. cinerea proliferation. In addition, an impaired ISR phenotype
against B. cinerea was observed in both JA and SA mutants of
A. thaliana, but not in Et mutants (Mathys et al., 2012).
More evidence on the involvement of JA- and Et-mediated
pathways in Trichoderma spp.-induced ISR against B. cinerea
comes from a phenotypic study by Korolev et al. (2008) on a series
of A. thalianamutants with impaired JA/Et-mediated responses. In
contrast with their wild-type plants, none of the mutants devel-
oped ISR against B. cinerea in response to the treatment of roots
with T. harzianum T39 (Korolev et al., 2008). Interestingly, four
mutants impaired in SA-mediated signalling were also analysed,
but the ability of T. harzianum T39 to induce ISR against B. cinerea
was not affected in these plants (Korolev et al., 2008). The results
obtained with tomato mutants confirm the role of the main
plant hormones in the ISR response against B. cinerea
(Martínez-Medina et al., 2013). Root colonization by T. harzianum
T78 significantly reduced B. cinerea infection in tomato wild-
types, but not in mutants impaired in the biosynthesis of JA or in
the accumulation of SA or ABA, thus indicating a role for these
plant hormones in the ISR response. Further expression analysis
also revealed that the JA-responsive genes PI II,MC and PS, which
were already slightly induced in the ISR-prime phase, were
induced to much higher levels in the ISR-boost phase, thus indi-
cating the importance of the priming of JA-dependent defence
responses in the T. harzianum-induced biocontrol against
B. cinerea in tomato (Martínez-Medina et al., 2013). In addition,
using tomato mutants, we recently observed the need for a func-
tional JA and phenylpropanoid biosynthesis pathway for the ISR
induced by T. hamatum T382 against B. cinerea (Yang et al.,
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2013). A small transcriptional study in tomato performed by Tucci
et al. (2011) demonstrated that the expression of two JA/Et-
responsive genes was induced and maintained at a higher level
during B. cinerea infection in Trichoderma-treated versus
untreated plants. This priming effect generally correlated with
increased pathogen tolerance, although the authors observed that
this response was dependent on the plant genotype and
Trichoderma strains used. The opposite was true for two
SA-responsive PR genes (of PR family 1 and 2), for which the
expression in tomato plants infected by B. cinerea was lower in
T. harzianum-treated relative to untreated plants. However, Marra
et al. (2006) observed enhanced induction of a thaumatin-like
protein (PR5b), which is also SA responsive, in a proteomic analy-
sis of the tripartite interaction T. atroviride–bean–B. cinerea.
CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES
Considering the potential direct effects of Trichoderma spp. on
B. cinerea, as well as their ability to induce systemic resistance in
the plant, they are very well suited to complement the current
measures for the control of B. cinerea disease. Different mecha-
nisms regarding the direct inhibition of B. cinerea by Trichoderma
spp. have been described, often probably acting in combination. In
the case of ISR against B. cinerea, the specific pathways involved
also seem to vary according to the Trichoderma species under
study. Furthermore, it has been shown that the plant genotype
also plays an important role in the ISR-inducing ability of a
Trichoderma strain (Korolev et al., 2008; Tucci et al., 2011; Yang,
2013). Moreover, the concentration of the Trichoderma spp.
Table 1 Overview of transcriptomic studies performed on bipartite and tripartite plant interactions with Trichoderma spp. and Botrytis cinerea.
Plant species Plant tissue Trichoderma species Time point(s) of analysis Remarks Reference
Bipartite interactions:
Trichoderma spp.–plant
Arabidopsis thaliana Aerial parts T. harzianum T34 1 dpTi Microarray Moran-Diez et al. (2012)
Arabidopsis thaliana Aerial parts T. hamatum T382 2 dpTi Microarray Mathys et al. (2012)
Arabidopsis thaliana Roots T. asperelloides T203 1 dpTi Microarray, salt stress applied Brotman et al. (2013)
Solanum lycopersicum Leaves T. hamatum T382 5 wpTi Microarray; very low number of
DE genes
Alfano et al. (2007)
Solanum lycopersicum Leaves T. hamatum T382 2 dpTi Microarray Yang (2013)
Vitis vinifera Leaves T. harzianum T39 1 dpTi RNA-seq, interaction with
Plasmopara viticola;
T39 applied to leaves
Perazzolli et al. (2012)
Bipartite interactions:
B. cinerea–plant
Arabidopsis thaliana Aerial parts – 0, 24, 36, 60 hpBi Microarray, comparison with
mutant plants
AbuQamar et al. (2006)
Arabidopsis thaliana Leaves – 18, 48 hpBi Microarray, comparison with
elicitor treatment
Ferrari et al. (2007)
Arabidopsis thaliana Leaves – 14 hpBi Microarray, comparison with
mutant plants
Birkenbihl et al. (2012)
Arabidopsis thaliana Systemic leaves – 1, 2 dpBi Microarray Mathys et al. (2012)
Arabidopsis thaliana Leaves/leaf discs – 12, 24, 48 hpBi Microarray, also spatial analysis
of leaf response
Mulema and Denby (2012)
Arabidopsis thaliana Detached leaves – Every 2 h up to 48 hpBi High-resolution microarray Windram et al. (2012)
Lactuca sativa Leaves – 12, 24, 48 hpBi (local
leaves)
48, 72, 96 hpBi
(systemic leaves)
RNA-seq De Cremer et al. (2013)
Solanum lycopersicum Detached leaves – 0, 8 hpBi Microarray, comparison with
mutant plants
Asselbergh et al. (2007)
Solanum lycopersicum Fruits – 1 dpBi Microarray, comparison of
ripening stages
Cantu et al. (2009a)
Solanum lycopersicum Fruits – 1 dpBi Transcriptome analysis of
hormone-related genes




Arabidopsis thaliana Leaves T. hamatum T382 2 dpTi (ISR-prime phase)
1, 2 dpBi (ISR boost
phase)
Microarray; systemic leaves used
in boost samples
Mathys et al. (2012)
dpBi, days post-B. cinerea inoculation; dpTi, days post-Trichoderma spp. inoculation; hpBi, days post-B. cinerea inoculation; wpTi, weeks post-Trichoderma spp.
inoculation; ISR, induced systemic resistance; DE, differentially expressed.
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inoculum, the developmental stage of the plant and the timing of
the interaction have also been shown to affect the Trichoderma
spp.–plant interaction (Contreras-Cornejo et al., 2011; Hermosa
et al., 2012). Above all, the success of Trichoderma spp. as BCOs
depends strongly on the challenging pathogen, which was focused
in this review on B. cinerea, an important pathogen of current
agricultural crops with one of the broadest host spectra.
So far, large-scale transcriptional profiling of the plant response
following infection with B. cinerea has mainly been performed in
A. thaliana, with a few studies carried out in tomato and recently
also in lettuce (Table 1). Similarly, transcriptional profiling of the
Trichoderma–plant interaction has only been reported in a few
studies, focusing on different Trichoderma strains and plant
species (Table 1). Concerning tripartite interactions, however,
genome-wide analyses that could drastically advance our under-
standing of ISR mechanisms remain extremely scarce to date. For
B. cinerea, our recent transcriptomic study on the tripartite inter-
action in the A. thaliana–T. hamatum T382 experimental system
is, to our knowledge, the only one published so far (Mathys et al.,
2012;Table 1).With the emergence of next-generation sequencing
techniques and the increasing amount of available sequenced
genomes of all players in the tripartite interactions, however, this
is expected to change in the years ahead, which will undoubtedly
result in a great leap forward in our understanding of tripartite
Trichoderma–B. cinerea biocontrol interactions.
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
This work was supported by a postdoctoral fellowship from KU Leuven to
C.M.F.V. (PDM/12/126), a postdoctoral fellowship from FWO-Vlaanderen
to B.D.C. and a doctoral fellowship from IWT-Vlaanderen to K.D.C. (IWT/
SB/081014). The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.
REFERENCES
AbuQamar, S., Chen, X., Dhawan, R., Bluhm, B., Salmeron, J., Lam, S., Dietrich,
R.A. and Mengiste, T. (2006) Expression profiling and mutant analysis reveals
complex regulatory networks involved in Arabidopsis response to Botrytis infection.
Plant J. 48, 28–44.
Alfano, G., Ivey, M.L.L., Cakir, C., Bos, J.I.B., Miller, S.A., Madden, L.V., Kamoun,
S. and Hoitink, H.A.J. (2007) Systemic modulation of gene expression in tomato by
Trichoderma hamatum 382. Phytopathology, 97, 429–437.
Ali, G.S., Harman, G.E. and Reisch, B.I. (2003) The interaction of endochitinase, a
synthetic peptide and resveratrol in controlling fungi in vitro. Eur. J. Plant Pathol.
109, 639–644.
Asselbergh, B., Curvers, K., Franca, S.C., Audenaert, K., Vuylsteke, M.,
Van Breusegem, F. and Hofte, M. (2007) Resistance to Botrytis cinerea in
sitiens, an abscisic acid-deficient tomato mutant, involves timely production of hydro-
gen peroxide and cell wall modifications in the epidermis. Plant Physiol. 144, 1863–
1877.
Audenaert, K., De Meyer, G.B. and Höfte, M.M. (2002) Abscisic acid determines
basal susceptibility of tomato to Botrytis cinerea and suppresses salicylic acid-
dependent signaling mechanisms. Plant Physiol. 128, 491–501.
Bae, H., Roberts, D.P., Lim, H.S., Strem, M.D., Park, S.C., Ryu, C.M., Melnick, R.L.
and Bailey, B.A. (2011) Endophytic Trichoderma isolates from tropical environments
delay disease onset and induce resistance against Phytophthora capsici in hot pepper
using multiple mechanisms. Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 24, 336–351.
Bailey, B.A., Bae, H., Strem, M.D., Roberts, D.P., Thomas, S.E., Crozier, J., Samuels,
G.J., Choi, I.Y. and Holmes, K.A. (2006) Fungal and plant gene expression during
the colonization of cocoa seedlings by endophytic isolates of four Trichoderma
species. Planta, 224, 1449–1464.
Benitez, T., Rincon, A.M., Limon, M.C. and Codon, A.C. (2004) Biocontrol mecha-
nisms of Trichoderma strains. Int. Microbiol. 7, 249–260.
Birkenbihl, R.P., Diezel, C. and Somssich, I.E. (2012) Arabidopsis WRKY33 is a key
transcriptional regulator of hormonal and metabolic responses toward Botrytis
cinerea infection. Plant Physiol. 159, 266–285.
Blanco-Ulate, B., Vincenti, E., Powell, A.L. and Cantu, D. (2013) Tomato
transcriptome and mutant analyses suggest a role for plant stress hormones in the
interaction between fruit and Botrytis cinerea. Front Plant Sci. 14, 142.
Boller, T. and Felix, G. (2009) A renaissance of elicitors: perception of microbe-
associated molecular patterns and danger signals by pattern-recognition receptors.
Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 60, 379–406.
Brotman, Y., Lisec, J., Méret, M., Chet, I., Willmitzer, L. and Viterbo, A. (2012)
Transcript and metabolite analysis of the Trichoderma-induced systemic resistance
response to Pseudomonas syringae in Arabidopsis thaliana. Microbiol. 158, 139–
146.
Brotman, Y., Landau, U., Cuadros-Inostroza, A., Takayuki, T., Fernie, A.R., Chet, I.,
Viterbo, A. and Willmitzer, L. (2013) Trichoderma–plant root colonization: escap-
ing early plant defense responses and activation of the antioxidant machinery for
saline stress tolerance. PLoS Pathol. 9, 3, e1003221.
Calderon, A.A., Zapata, J.M., Munoz, R., Pedreno, M.A. and Barcelo, A.R. (1993)
Resveratrol production as a part of the hypersensitive-like response of grapevine cells
to an elicitor from Trichoderma viride. New Phytol. 124, 455–463.
Cantu, D., Blanco-Ulate, B., Yang, L., Labavitch, J.M., Bennett, A.B. and
Powell, A.L.T. (2009a) Ripening-regulated susceptibility of tomato fruit to
Botrytis cinerea requires NOR but not RIN or ethylene. Plant Physiol. 150, 1434–
1449.
Cantu, D., Greve, L.C., Labavitch, J.M. and Powell, A.L.T. (2009b) Characterization
of the cell wall of the ubiquitous plant pathogen Botrytis cinerea. Mycol. Res. 113,
1396–1403.
Card, S.D., Walter, M., Jaspers, M.V., Sztejnberg, A. and Stewart, A. (2009)
Targeted selection of antagonistic microorganisms for control of Botrytis cinerea of
strawberry in New Zealand. Austral. Plant Pathol. 38, 183–192.
Catalano, V., Vergara, M., Hauzenberger, J.R., Seiboth, B., Sarrocco, S., Vannacci,
G., Kubicek, C.P. and Seidl-Seiboth, V. (2011) Use of a non-homologous end-
joining-deficient strain (delta-ku70) of the biocontrol fungus Trichoderma virens to
investigate the function of the laccase gene lcc1 in sclerotia degradation. Curr.
Genet. 57, 13–23.
Chassot, C., Nawrath, C. and Metraux, J.P. (2007) Cuticular defects lead to full
immunity to a major plant pathogen. Plant J. 49, 972–980.
Chassot, C., Buchala, A., Schoonbeek, H.-J., Metraux, J.-P. and Lamotte, O. (2008)
Wounding of Arabidopsis leaves causes a powerful but transient protection against
Botrytis infection. Plant J. 55, 555–567.
Cheng, C.H., Yang, C.A. and Peng, K.C. (2012a) Antagonism of Trichoderma
harzianum ETS 323 on Botrytis cinerea mycelium in culture conditions.
Phytopathology, 102, 1054–1063.
Cheng, C.H., Yang, C.A., Liu, S.Y., Lo, C.T. and Peng, K.C. (2012b) L-Amino acid
oxidase-induced apoptosis in filamentous Botrytis cinerea. Anal. Biochem. 420,
93–95.
Chowdappa, P., Kumar, S.P.M., Lakshmi, M.J. and Upreti, K.K. (2013) Growth
stimulation and induction of systemic resistance in tomato against early and late
blight by Bacillus subtilis OTPB1 or Trichoderma harzianum OTPB3. Biol. Control, 65,
109–117.
Chugh, J.K. and Wallace, B.A. (2001) Peptaibols: models for ion channels. Biochem.
Soc. Trans. 29, 565–570.
Conrath, U. (2009) Priming of induced plant defence responses. In: Advances in
Botanical Research, Volume 51 (van Loon, L.C., ed.), pp. 361–395. London: Academic
Press.
Conrath, U. (2011) Molecular aspects of defence priming. Trends Plant Sci. 16, 524–
531.
Contreras-Cornejo, H.A., Macias-Rodriguez, L., Beltran-Pena, E.,
Herrera-Estrella, A. and Lopez-Bucio, J. (2011) Trichoderma-induced plant
immunity likely involves both hormonal- and camalexin-dependent mechanisms in
Arabidopsis thaliana and confers resistance against the necrotrophic fungus Botrytis
cinerea. Plant Signal. Behav. 6, 1554–1563.
De Cremer, K., Mathys, J., Vos, C., Froenicke, L., Michelmore, R.W., Cammue,
B.P.A. and De Coninck, B. (2013) RNAseq-based transcriptome analysis of Lactuca
sativa infected by the fungal necrotroph Botrytis cinerea. Plant Cell Environ. 36,
1992–2007.
10 C. M. F. VOS et al .
MOLECULAR PLANT PATHOLOGY © 2014 BSPP AND JOHN WILEY & SONS LTD
De Meyer, G., Bigirimana, J., Elad, Y. and Hofte, M. (1998) Induced systemic
resistance in Trichoderma harzianum T39 biocontrol of Botrytis cinerea. Eur. J. Plant
Pathol. 104, 279–286.
Dean, R., Van Kan, J.A.L., Pretorius, Z.A., Hammond-Kosack, K.E., Di Pietro, A.,
Spanu, P.D., Rudd, J.J., Dickman, M., Kahmann, R., Ellis, J. and Foster, G. (2012)
The top 10 fungal pathogens in molecular plant pathology. Mol. Plant Pathol. 13,
414–430.
Denby, K.J., Kumar, P. and Kliebenstein, D.J. (2004) Identification of Botrytis cinerea
susceptibility loci in Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant J. 38, 473–486.
Devys, M. and Barbier, M. (1991) Indole-3-carboxaldehyde in the cabbage Brassica
oleracea—a systematic determination. Phytochemistry, 30, 389–391.
Diaz, J., ten Have, A. and van Kan, J.A.L. (2002) The role of ethylene and wound
signaling in resistance of tomato to Botrytis cinerea. Plant Physiol. 129, 1341–1351.
Djonovic, S., Pozo, M.J., Dangott, L.J., Howell, C.R. and Kenerley, C.M. (2006) Sm1,
a proteinaceous elicitor secreted by the biocontrol fungus Trichoderma virens induces
plant defence responses and systemic resistance. Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 19,
838–853.
Druzhinina, I.S., Seidl-Seiboth, V., Herrera-Estrella, A., Horwitz, B.A., Kenerley,
C.M., Monte, E., Mukherjee, P.K., Zeilinger, S., Grigoriev, I.V. and Kubicek, C.P.
(2011) Trichoderma: the genomics of opportunistic success. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 9,
749–759.
Durrant, W.E. and Dong, X. (2004) Systemic acquired resistance. Annu. Rev.
Phytopathol. 42, 185–209.
El Oirdi, M., El Rahman, T.A., Rigano, L., El Hadrami, A., Rodriguez, M.C., Daayf,
F., Vojnov, A. and Bouarab, K. (2011) Botrytis cinereamanipulates the antagonistic
effects between immune pathways to promote disease development in tomato. Plant
Cell, 23, 2405–2421.
Elad, Y., Williamson, B., Tudzynski, P. and Delen, N. (2004) Botrytis spp. and diseases
they cause in agricultural systems—an introduction. In: Botrytis: Biology, Pathology
and Control (Elad, Y., Williamson, B., Tudzynski, P. and Delen, N., eds), pp. 1–6.
Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers.
Engelberth, J., Koch, T., Schuler, G., Bachmann, N., Rechtenbach, J. and Boland,
W. (2001) Ion channel-forming alamethicin is a potent elicitor of volatile biosynthesis
and tendril coiling. Cross talk between jasmonate and salicylate signaling in lima
bean. Plant Physiol. 125, 369–377.
Ferrari, S., Plotnikova, J.M., De Lorenzo, G. and Ausubel, F.M. (2003) Arabidopsis
local resistance to Botrytis cinerea involves salicylic acid and camalexin and requires
EDS4 and PAD2, but not SID2, EDS5 or PAD4. Plant J. 35, 193–205.
Ferrari, S., Galletti, R., Denoux, C., De Lorenzo, G., Ausubel, F.M. and Dewdney,
J. (2007) Resistance to Botrytis cinerea induced in Arabidopsis by elicitors is
independent of salicylic acid, ethylene, or jasmonate signalling but requires
PHYTOALEXIN DEFICIENT3. Plant Physiol. 144, 367–379.
Gallou, A., Cranenbrouck, S. and Declerck, S. (2009) Trichoderma harzianum elicits
defence response genes in roots of potato plantlets challenged by Rhizoctonia solani.
Eur. J. Plant Pathol. 124, 219–230.
Giardina, P., Faraco, V., Pezzella, C., Piscitelli, A., Vanhulle, S. and Sannia, G.
(2010) Laccases: a never-ending story. Cell Mol. Life Sci. 67, 369–385.
Glare, T., Caradus, J., Gelernter, W., Jackson, T., Keyhan, N., Kohl, J., Marrone, P.,
Morin, L. and Stewart, A. (2012) Have biopesticides come of age? Trends
Biotechnol. 30, 250–258.
Govrin, E.M. and Levine, A. (2000) The hypersensitive response facilitates plant
infection by the necrotrophic pathogen Botrytis cinerea. Curr. Biol. 10, 751–757.
Govrin, E.M., Rachmilevitch, S., Tiwari, B.S., Soloman, M. and Levine, A. (2006) An
elicitor from Botrytis cinerea induces the hypersensitive response in Arabidopsis
thaliana and other plants and promotes the gray mold disease. Phytopathology, 96,
299–307.
Hancock, J.T., Desikan, R., Clarke, A., Hurst, R.D. and Neill, S.J. (2002) Cell signal-
ling following plant/pathogen interactions involves the generation of reactive oxygen
and reactive nitrogen species. Plant Physiol. Biochem. 40, 611–617.
Harman, G.E. and Shoresh, M. (2007) The mechanisms and applications of symbiotic
opportunistic plant symbionts. In: Novel Biotechnologies for Biocontrol Agent
Enhancement and Management (Vurro, M. and Gressel, J., eds), pp. 131–155. Neth-
erlands: Springer.
Harman, G.E., Howell, C.R., Viterbo, A., Chet, I. and Lorito, M. (2004) Trichoderma
species—opportunistic, avirulent plant symbionts. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2, 43–56.
Hermosa, R., Viterbo, A., Chet, I. and Monte, E. (2012) Plant-beneficial effects of
Trichoderma and of its genes. Microbiol. SGM, 158, 17–25.
Hermosa, R., Belen Rubio, M., Cardoza, R.E., Nicolas, C., Monte, E. and Gutierrez,
S. (2013) The contribution of Trichoderma to balancing the costs of plant growth and
defense. Int. Microbiol. 16, 69–80.
Hohmann, P., Jones, E.E., Hill, R.A. and Stewart, A. (2012) Ecological studies of the
bio-inoculant Trichoderma hamatum LU592 in the root system of Pinus radiata. FEMS
Microbiol. Ecol. 80, 709–721.
Horst, L.E., Locke, J., Krause, C.R., McMahon, R.W., Madden, L.V. and Hoitink,
H.A.J. (2005) Suppression of Botrytis blight of begonia by Trichoderma hamatum 382
in peat and compost-amended potting mixes. Plant Dis. 89, 1195–1200.
Huang, J.L., Gu, M., Lai, Z.B., Fan, B.F., Shi, K., Zhou, Y.H., Yu, J.Q. and Chen, Z.X.
(2010) Functional analysis of the Arabidopsis PAL gene family in plant
growth, development, and response to environmental stress. Plant Physiol. 153,
1526–1538.
Ichimura, K., Shinozaki, K., Tena, G., Sheen, J., Henry, Y., Champion, A., Kreis, M.,
Zhang, S.Q., Hirt, H., Wilson, C., Heberle-Bors, E., Ellis, B.E., Morris, P.C., Innes,
R.W., Ecker, J.R., Scheel, D., Klessig, D.F., Machida, Y., Mundy, J., Ohashi, Y.,
Walker, J.C. and Grp, M. (2002) Mitogen-activated protein kinase cascades in
plants: a new nomenclature. Trends Plant Sci. 7, 301–308.
Iizasa, E., Mitsutomi, M. and Nagano, Y. (2010) Direct binding of a plant LysM
receptor-like kinase, LysM RLK1/CERK1, to chitin in vitro. J. Biol. Chem. 285, 2996–
3004.
Jones, J.D.G. and Dangl, J.L. (2006) The plant immune system. Nature, 444, 323–
329.
Korolev, N., David, D.R. and Elad, Y. (2008) The role of phytohormones in basal
resistance and Trichoderma-induced systemic resistance to Botrytis cinerea in
Arabidopsis thaliana. Biocontrol, 53, 667–683.
Kubicek, C.P., Herrera-Estrella, A., Seidl-Seiboth, V., Martinez, D.A., Druzhinina,
I.S., Thon, M., Zeilinger, S., Casas-Flores, S., Horwitz, B.A., Mukherjee, P.K.,
Mukherjee, M., Kredics, L., Alcaraz, L.D., Aerts, A., Antal, Z., Atanasova, L.,
Cervantes-Badillo, M.G., Challacombe, J., Chertkov, O., McCluskey, K.,
Coulpier, F., Deshpande, N., von Doehren, H., Ebbole, D.J., Esquivel-Naranjo,
E.U., Fekete, E., Flipphi, M., Glaser, F., Gomez-Rodriguez, E.Y., Gruber, S., Han,
C., Henrissat, B., Hermosa, R., Hernandez-Onate, M., Karaffa, L., Kosti, I.,
Le Crom, S., Lindquist, E., Lucas, S., Luebeck, M., Luebeck, P.S., Margeot, A.,
Metz, B., Misra, M., Nevalainen, H., Omann, M., Packer, N., Perrone, G.,
Uresti-Rivera, E.E., Salamov, A., Schmoll, M., Seiboth, B., Shapiro, H., Sukno, S.,
Tamayo-Ramos, J.A., Tisch, D., Wiest, A., Wilkinson, H.H., Zhang, M., Coutinho,
P.M., Kenerley, C.M., Monte, E., Baker, S.E. and Grigoriev, I.V. (2011) Compara-
tive genome sequence analysis underscores mycoparasitism as the ancestral life style
of Trichoderma. Genome Biol. 12, R40.
Lamb, C. and Dixon, R.A. (1997) The oxidative burst in plant disease resistance. Annu.
Rev. Plant Physiol. Plant Mol. Biol. 48, 251–275.
Lazniewska, J., Macioszek, V.K., Lawrence, C.B. and Kononowicz, A.K. (2010) Fight
to the death: Arabidopsis thaliana defence response to fungal necrotrophic patho-
gens. Acta Physiol. Plant. 32, 1–10.
Liu, S.-Y., Lo, C.-T., Shibu, M.A., Leu, Y.-L., Jen, B.-Y. and Peng, K.-C. (2009) Study on
the anthraquinones separated from the cultivation of Trichoderma harzianum strain
Th-R16 and their biological activity. J. Agric. Food Chem. 57, 7288–7292.
van Loon, L.C., Bakker, P. and Pieterse, C.M.J. (1998) Systemic resistance induced by
rhizosphere bacteria. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 36, 453–483.
Lorito, M., Woo, S.L., Harman, G.E. and Monte, E. (2010) Translational research on
Trichoderma: from ‘Omics to the Field’. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 48, 395–417.
Malmierca, M.G., Cardoza, R.E., Alexander, N.J., McCormick, S.P., Hermosa, R.,
Monte, E. and Gutierrez, S. (2012) Involvement of Trichoderma trichothecenes in
the biocontrol activity and induction of plant defence-related genes. Appl. Environ.
Microbiol. 78, 4856–4868.
Mandal, S. and Mitra, A. (2007) Reinforcement of cell wall in roots of Lycopersicon
esculentum through induction of phenolic compounds and lignin by elicitors. Physiol.
Mol. Plant Pathol. 71, 201–209.
Marra, R., Ambrosino, P., Carbone, V., Vinale, F., Woo, S.L., Ruocco, M., Ciliento,
R., Lanzuise, S., Ferraioli, S., Soriente, I., Gigante, S., Turra, D., Fogliano, V.,
Scala, F. and Lorito, M. (2006) Study of the three-way interaction between
Trichoderma atroviride, plant and fungal pathogens by using a proteomic approach.
Curr. Genet. 50, 307–321.
Martinez, C., Blanc, F., Le Claire, E., Besnard, O., Nicole, M. and Baccou, J.C. (2001)
Salicylic acid and ethylene pathways are differentially activated in melon cotyledons
by active or heat-denatured cellulase from Trichoderma longibrachiatum. Plant
Physiol. 127, 334–344.
Martínez-Medina, A., Roldan, A., Albacete, A. and Pascual, J.A. (2011) The inter-
action with arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi or Trichoderma harzianum alters the shoot
hormonal profile in melon plants. Phytochemistry, 72, 223–229.
Martínez-Medina, A., Fernandez, I., Sánchez-Guzmán, M.J., Jung, S.C., Pascual,
J.A. and Pozo, M.J. (2013) Deciphering the hormonal signalling network behind the
Trichoderma biocontrol of Botrytis cinerea disease 11
© 2014 BSPP AND JOHN WILEY & SONS LTD MOLECULAR PLANT PATHOLOGY
systemic resistance induced by Trichoderma harzianum in tomato. Front. Plant Sci. 4,
206.
Mathys, J., De Cremer, K., Timmermans, P., Van Kerckhove, S., Lievens, B.,
Vanhaecke, M., Cammue, B.P.A. and De Coninck, B. (2012) Genome-wide char-
acterization of ISR induced in Arabidopsis thaliana by Trichoderma hamatum T382
against Botrytis cinerea infection. Front. Plant–Microbe Interact. 3, 108.
Mauch-Mani, B. and Slusarenko, A.J. (1996) Production of salicylic acid precursors is
a major function of phenylalanine ammonia-lyase in the resistance of Arabidopsis to
Peronospora parasitica. Plant Cell, 8, 203–212.
Monaghan, J. and Zipfel, C. (2012) Plant pattern recognition receptor complexes at
the plasma membrane. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 15, 349–357.
Moran-Diez, E., Hermosa, R., Ambrosino, P., Cardoza, R.E., Gutierrez, S., Lorito,
M. and Monte, E. (2009) The ThPG1 endopolygalacturonase is required for the
Trichoderma harzianum–plant beneficial interaction. Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact.
22, 1021–1031.
Moran-Diez, E., Rubio, B., Dominguez, S., Hermosa, R., Monte, E. and Nicolas, C.
(2012) Transcriptomic response of Arabidopsis thaliana after 24 h incubation
with the biocontrol fungus Trichoderma harzianum. J. Plant Physiol. 169, 614–
620.
Mukherjee, P.K., Horwitz, B.A. and Kenerley, C.M. (2012) Secondary metabolism in
Trichoderma—a genomic perspective. Microbiol. SGM, 158, 35–45.
Mukherjee, P.K., Horwitz, B.A., Herrera-Estrella, A., Schmoll, M. and Kenerley,
C.M. (2013) Trichoderma research in the genome era. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 51,
105–129.
Mulema, J.M.K. and Denby, K.J. (2012) Spatial and temporal transcriptomic analysis
of the Arabidopsis thaliana–Botrytis cinerea interaction.Molec. Biol. Rep. 39, 4039–
4049.
Nagy, V., Seidl, V., Szakacs, G., Komofl-Zelazowska, M., Kubicek, C.P. and
Druzhinina, I.S. (2007) Application of DNA bar codes for screening of industrially
important fungi: the haplotype of Trichoderma harzianum sensu stricto indicates
superior chitinase formation. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 73, 7048–7058.
Nassr, S. and Barakat, R. (2013) Effect of factors on conidium germination of Botrytis
cinerea in vitro. Int. J. Plant Soil Sci. 2, 41–54.
Olson, H.A. and Benson, D.M. (2007) Induced systemic resistance and the role of
binucleate Rhizoctonia and Trichoderma hamatum 382 in biocontrol of Botrytis
blight in geranium. Biol. Control, 42, 233–241.
Opdenakker, K., Remans, T., Vangronsveld, J. and Cuypers, A. (2012) Mitogen-
activated protein (MAP) kinases in plant metal stress: regulation and responses in
comparison to other biotic and abiotic stresses. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 13, 7828–7853.
Palmieri, M.C., Perazzolli, M., Matafora, V., Moretto, M., Bachi, A. and Pertot, I.
(2012) Proteomic analysis of grapevine resistance induced by Trichoderma
harzianum T39 reveals specific defence pathways activated against downy mildew.
J. Exp. Bot. 63, 6237–6251.
Perazzolli, M., Roatti, B., Bozza, E. and Pertot, I. (2011) Trichoderma harzianum T39
induces resistance against downy mildew by priming for defence without costs for
grapevine. Biol. Control, 58, 74–82.
Perazzolli, M., Moretto, M., Fontana, P., Ferrarini, A., Velasco, R., Moser, C.,
Delledonne, M. and Pertot, I. (2012) Downy mildew resistance induced by
Trichoderma harzianum T39 in susceptible grapevines partially mimics transcrip-
tional changes of resistant genotypes. BMC Genomics, 13, 660.
Petutschnig, E.K., Jones, A.M.E., Serazetdinova, L., Lipka, U. and Lipka, V. (2010)
The lysin motif receptor-like kinase (LysM-RLK) CERK1 Is a major chitin-binding
protein in Arabidopsis thaliana and subject to chitin-induced phosphorylation. J. Biol.
Chem. 285, 28 902–28 911.
Pezet, R., Pont, V. and Tabacchi, R. (1999) Simple analysis of 6-pentyl-alpha-pyrone,
a major antifungal metabolite of Trichoderma spp., useful for testing the antagonistic
activity of these fungi. Phytochem. Anal. 10, 285–288.
Pieterse, C.M.J., van Wees, S.C.M., Hoffland, E., van Pelt, J.A. and van Loon, L.C.
(1996) Systemic resistance in Arabidopsis induced by biocontrol bacteria is independ-
ent of salicylic acid accumulation and pathogenesis-related gene expression. Plant
Cell, 8, 1225–1237.
Pieterse, C.M.J., van Wees, S.C.M., van Pelt, J.A., Knoester, M., Laan, R., Gerrits,
N., Weisbeek, P.J. and van Loon, L.C. (1998) A novel signaling pathway controlling
induced systemic resistance in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell, 10, 1571–1580.
Poole, P.R., Ward, B.G. and Whitaker, G. (1998) The effects of topical treatments with
6-pentyl-2-pyrone and structural analogues on stem end postharvest rots in kiwifruit
due to Botrytis cinerea. J. Sci. Food Agric. 77, 81–86.
Reino, J.L., Guerrero, R.F., Hernandez-Galan, R. and Collado, I.G. (2008) Secondary
metabolites from species of the biocontrol agent Trichoderma. Phytochem. Rev. 7,
89–123.
Rodriguez, M.C.S., Petersen, M. and Mundy, J. (2010) Mitogen-activated protein
kinase signaling in plants. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 61, 621–649.
Ron, M. and Avni, A. (2004) The receptor for the fungal elicitor ethylene-inducing
xylanase is a member of a resistance-like gene family in tomato. Plant Cell, 16,
1604–1615.
Rotblat, B., Enshell-Seijffers, D., Gershoni, J.M., Schuster, S. and Avni, A. (2002)
Identification of an essential component of the elicitation active site of the EIX
protein elicitor. Plant J. 32, 1049–1055.
Salas-Marina, M.A., Silva-Flores, M.A., Uresti-Rivera, E.E., Castro-Longoria, E.,
Herrera-Estrella, A. and Casas-Flores, S. (2011) Colonization of Arabidopsis roots
by Trichoderma atroviride promotes growth and enhances systemic disease resist-
ance through jasmonic acid/ethylene and salicylic acid pathways. Eur. J. Plant Pathol.
131, 15–26.
Sanz, L., Montero, M., Redondo, J., Llobell, A. and Monte, E. (2005) Expression of
an α-1,3-glucanase during mycoparasitic interaction of Trichoderma asperellum.
FEBS J. 272, 493–499.
Schirmbock, M., Lorito, M., Wang, Y.L., Hayes, C.K., Arisanatac, I., Scala, F.,
Harman, G.E. and Kubicek, C.P. (1994) Parallel formation and synergism of hydro-
lytic enzymes and peptaibol antibiotics, molecular mechanisms involved in the
antagonistic action of Trichoderma harzianum against phytopathogenic fungi. Appl.
Environ. Microbiol. 60, 4364–4370.
Schouten, A., Tenberge, K.B., Vermeer, J., Stewart, J., Wagemakers, L.,
Williamson, B. and Van Kan, J.A.L. (2002) Functional analysis of an extracellular
catalase of Botrytis cinerea. Mol. Plant Pathol. 3, 227–238.
Segarra, G., Casanova, E., Bellido, D., Odena, M.A., Oliveira, E. and Trillas, I.
(2007) Proteome, salicylic acid, and jasmonic acid changes in cucumber plants
inoculated with Trichoderma asperellum strain T34. Proteomics, 7, 3943–3952.
Seidl, V., Marchetti, M., Schandl, R., Allmaier, G. and Kubicek, C.P. (2006) Epl1, the
major secreted protein of Hypocrea atroviridis on glucose, is a member of a strongly
conserved protein family comprising plant defence response elicitors. FEBS J. 273,
4346–4359.
Seidl, V., Song, L., Lindquist, E., Gruber, S., Koptchinskiy, A., Zeilinger, S.,
Schmoll, M., Martinez, P., Sun, J., Grigoriev, I., Herrera-Estrella, A., Baker, S.E.
and Kubicek, C.P. (2009) Transcriptomic response of the mycoparasitic fungus
Trichoderma atroviride to the presence of a fungal prey. BMC Genomics, 10, 567.
Sels, J., Mathys, J., De Coninck, B.M.A., Cammue, B.P.A. and De Bolle, M.F.C.
(2008) Plant pathogenesis-related (PR) proteins : a focus on PR peptides. Plant
Physiol. Biochem. 46, 941–950.
Shoresh, M. and Harman, G.E. (2008) The molecular basis of shoot responses of
maize seedlings to Trichoderma harzianum T22 inoculation of the root: a proteomic
approach. Plant Physiol. 147, 2147–2163.
Shoresh, M. and Harman, G.E. (2010) Differential expression of maize chitinases in
the presence or absence of Trichoderma harzianum strain T22 and indications of a
novel exo-endo-heterodimeric chitinase activity. BMC Plant Biol. 10, 136.
Shoresh, M., Yedidia, I. and Chet, I. (2005) Involvement of jasmonic acid/ethylene
signaling pathway in the systemic resistance induced in cucumber by Trichoderma
asperellum T203. Phytopathology, 95, 76–84.
Shoresh, M., Gal-On, A., Leibman, D. and Chet, I. (2006) Characterization of a
mitogen-activated protein kinase gene from cucumber required for Trichoderma-
conferred plant resistance. Plant Physiol. 142, 1169–1179.
Shoresh, M., Harman, G.E. and Mastouri, F. (2010) Induced systemic resistance and
plant responses to fungal biocontrol agents. Annu. Rev. Phytopathol. 48, 21–43.
Temme, N. and Tudzynski, P. (2009) Does Botrytis cinerea ignore H2O2-induced
oxidative stress during infection? Characterization of Botrytis activator protein 1.
Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 22, 987–998.
Thomma, B.P.H.J., Eggermont, K., Penninckx, I.A.M.A., Mauch-Mani, B.,
Vogelsang, R., Cammue, B.P.A. and Broekaert, W.F. (1998) Separate jasmonate-
dependent and salicylate-dependent defense response pathways in Arabidopsis are
essential for resistance to distinct microbial pathogens. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA,
95, 15 107–15 111.
Tornero, P., Gadea, J., Conejero, V. and Vera, P. (1997) Two PR-1 Genes from Tomato
Are Differentially Regulated and Reveal a Novel Mode of Expression for a
Pathogenesis-Related Gene During the Hypersensitive Response and Development.
Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 10, 624–634.
Tucci, M., Ruocco, M., De Masi, L., De Palma, M. and Lorito, M. (2011) The
beneficial effect of Trichoderma spp. on tomato is modulated by the plant genotype.
Mol. Plant Pathol. 12, 341–354.
Van der Ent, S., Van Wees, S.C.M. and Pieterse, C.M.J. (2009) Jasmonate signaling
in plant interactions with resistance-inducing beneficial microbes. Phytochemistry,
70, 1581–1588.
12 C. M. F. VOS et al .
MOLECULAR PLANT PATHOLOGY © 2014 BSPP AND JOHN WILEY & SONS LTD
Van Kan, J.A.L., Cozijnsen, T., Danhash, N. and De Wit, P.J.G.M. (1995) Induction of
tomato stress protein messenger-RNAs by ethephon, 2,6-dichloroisonicotinic acid
and salicylate. Plant Mol. Biol. 27, 1205–1213.
Van Wees, S.C.M., Van der Ent, S. and Pieterse, C.M.J. (2008) Plant immune
responses triggered by beneficial microbes. Curr. Opin. Plant Biol. 11, 443–448.
Velazquez-Robledo, R., Contreras-Cornejo, H.A., Macias-Rodriguez, L.,
Hernandez-Morales, A., Aguirre, J., Casas-Flores, S., Lopez-Bucio, J. and
Herrera-Estrella, A. (2011) Role of the 4-phosphopantetheinyl transferase of
Trichoderma virens in secondary metabolism and induction of plant defence
responses. Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 24, 1459–1471.
Vinale, F., Sivasithamparam, K., Ghisalberti, E.L., Marra, R., Barbetti, M.J., Li, H.,
Woo, S.L. and Lorito, M. (2008) A novel role for Trichoderma secondary metabolites
in the interactions with plants. Physiol. Mol. Plant Pathol. 72, 80–86.
Vinale, F., Ghisalberti, E.L., Sivasithamparam, K., Marra, R., Ritieni, A., Ferracane,
R., Woo, S. and Lorito, M. (2009) Factors affecting the production of Trichoderma
harzianum secondary metabolites during the interaction with different plant patho-
gens. Lett. Appl. Microbiol. 48, 705–711.
Vinale, F., Arjona Girona, I., Nigro, M., Mazzei, P., Piccolo, A., Ruocco, M., Woo, S.,
Ruano Rosa, D., Lopez Herrera, C. and Lorito, M. (2012) Cerinolactone, a hydroxy-
lactone derivative from Trichoderma cerinum. J. Nat. Prod. 75, 103–106.
Viterbo, A., Wiest, A., Brotman, Y., Chet, I. and Kenerley, C. (2007) The 18mer
peptaibols from Trichoderma virens elicit plant defence responses.Mol. Plant Pathol.
8, 737–746.
Wan, J., Zhang, X., Neece, D., Ramonell, K.M., Clough, S., Kim, S., Stacey, M.G. and
Stacey, G. (2008) A LysM receptor-like kinase plays a critical role in chitin signaling
and fungal resistance in Arabidopsis. Plant Cell, 20, 471–481.
Williamson, B., Tudzynsk, B., Tudzynski, P. and van Kan, J.A.L. (2007) Botrytis
cinerea: the cause of grey mould disease. Mol. Plant Pathol. 8, 561–580.
Windram, O., Madhou, P., McHattie, S., Hill, C., Hickman, R., Cooke, E., Jenkins,
D.J., Penfold, C.A., Baxter, L., Breeze, E., Kiddle, S.J., Rhodes, J., Atwell, S.,
Kliebenstein, D.J., Kim, Y.S., Stegle, O., Borgwardt, K., Zhang, C., Tabrett, A.,
Legaie, R., Moore, J., Finkenstadt, B., Wild, D.L., Mead, A., Rand, D., Beynon, J.,
Ott, S., Buchanan-Wollaston, V. and Denby, K.J. (2012) Arabidopsis defense
against Botrytis cinerea: Chronology and regulation deciphered by high-resolution
temporal transcriptomic analysis. Plant Cell, 24, 3530–3557.
Woo, S.L. and Lorito, M. (2007) Exploiting the interactions between fungal antago-
nists, pathogens and the plant for biocontrol. In:Novel Biotechnologies for Biocontrol
Agent Enhancement and Management (Vurro, M. and Gressel, J., eds), pp. 107–130.
Netherlands: Springer.
Woo, S.L., Donzelli, B., Scala, F., Mach, R., Harman, G.E., Kubicek, C.P., Del Sorbo,
G. and Lorito, M. (1999) Disruption of the ech42 (endochitinase-encoding) gene
affects biocontrol activity in Trichoderma harzianum P1.Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact.
12, 419–429.
Woo, S.L., Scala, F., Ruocco, M. and Lorito, M. (2006) The molecular biology of the
interactions between Trichoderma spp., phytopathogenic fungi, and plants.
Phytopathology, 96, 181–185.
Yang, C.A., Cheng, C.H., Liu, S.Y., Lo, C.T., Lee, J.W. and Peng, K.C. (2011) Identifi-
cation of antibacterial mechanism of L-amino acid oxidase derived from Trichoderma
harzianum ETS323. FEBS J. 278, 3381–3394.
Yang, H.-H., Yang, S.L., Peng, K.-C., Lo, C.-T. and Liu, S.-Y. (2009) Induced proteome
of Trichoderma harzianum by Botrytis cinerea. Mycol. Res. 113, 924–932.
Yang, Y. (2013) Analysis of the induced systemic resistance triggered by Trichoderma
spp. in Solanum lycopersicum against Botrytis cinerea infection. PhD thesis, Univer-
sity of Leuven.
Yang, Y., De Coninck, B., Cammue, B.P.A. and Vos, C. (2013) Induced systemic
resistance (ISR) signaling pathways involved in the Trichoderma hamatum–tomato–
Botrytis cinerea tripartite interaction. IOBC Bull. 89, 263–266.
Yedidia, I., Benhamou, N. and Chet, I. (1999) Induction of defense responses in
cucumber plants (Cucumis sativus L.) by the biocontrol agent Trichoderma
harzianum. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 65, 1061–1070.
Yedidia, I., Shoresh, M., Kerem, Z., Benhamou, N., Kapulnik, Y. and Chet, I. (2003)
Concomitant induction of systemic resistance to Pseudomonas syringae pv.
lachrymans in cucumber by Trichoderma asperellum (T-203) and accumulation of
phytoalexins. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 69, 7343–7735.
Yoshioka, Y., Ichikawa, H., Naznin, H.A., Kogurec, A. and Hyakumachib, M. (2012)
Systemic resistance induced in Arabidopsis thaliana by Trichoderma asperellum
SKT-1, a microbial pesticide of seedborne diseases of rice. Pest Manag. Sci. 68,
60–66.
Zamioudis, C. and Pieterse, C.M.J. (2012) Modulation of host immunity by beneficial
microbes. Mol. Plant–Microbe Interact. 25, 139–150.
Zhang, Y.J., Wang, J.H., Lee, W.H., Wang, Q., Liu, H., Zheng, Y.T. and Zhang, Y.
(2003) Molecular characterization of Trimeresurus stejnegeri venom L-amino acid
oxidase with potential anti-HIV activity. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 309,
598–604.
Zook, M. and Hammerschmidt, R. (1997) Origin of the thiazole ring of camalexin, a
phytoalexin from Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Physiol. 113, 463–468.
Trichoderma biocontrol of Botrytis cinerea disease 13
© 2014 BSPP AND JOHN WILEY & SONS LTD MOLECULAR PLANT PATHOLOGY
